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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 1 36(a) In no event, however may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication 

- if the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication 

- I- ailure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U S C § 1 33) 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication even if timely filed may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment See 37 CFR 1 704(b) 

Status 

1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 19 November 2001 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)£3 This action is non-final. 

3) Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quavie. 1935 CD. 1 1 453 OG ?13 
Disposition of Claims 

4) Q Claim(s) 1^4 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) Q Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) Q Claim(s) 1^4 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

lO)^ The drawing(s) filed on 19 November 2001 is/are: a)[x] accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
1 1 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)DAII b)D Some'cO None of: 

1 D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received 

14^! 1 Arknnwledament is made of a rlaim for rjnmp^r priority 1 jnrie r ^ 1 1 ^ r £ hq^ 1 ^ a ,. Q ^-^' n^ni.^t-n 
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1 1 E] Ncnce of References Otea i.PTO-892; 

2) [J Notice of Draftsperson s Patent Drawing Review iPTO-948) 



4. I . Interview Summary 'PTO-4 * 3 PaperNo'S __ 

5. ' Cj Notice of Informal Patent Application fPTO-152; 
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Claims 1 - 4 are rejected under 35 USC § 102(e) as clearly anticipated by USP 
6485647 to Potts. Potts describes a waste stream of human waste leading to an 
aerated septic tank (col 16, 63-64) and further to and aerated leach field (drain field). 
As is well known, human waste includes bacteria (e.g., E. coli ) and nutrients. Perhaps 
less well-known is the fact that human waste also includes enzymes, as shown, for 
example, by USP 5580565 to Tighe. 

References C - G are cited of interest, several of which describe aerated septic tanks 
from which effluent flows to a drain field or leach field. Clark suggest aerating a drain 
field to improve percolation thereof (col 2 lines 10- 15). Hence, claims 1-4 are 
unpatentable under §103 as well, e.g., any one of ref. C, E - H in view of Clark (ref. C). 
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